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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
PRODUCTION  AND  MARKETING  ADMINISTRATION 


DAIRY  BRANCH 


To 


All  Market  Administrators 


From:  H.  L=  Forest ,  Assistant  Director 


Subject:  Changes  in  November  Deliveries,  Sales  and 
prices 


Attached  is  a  summary  of  reports  from  all  Federal  order 
markets  covering  producer  deliveries  of  milk,  fluid  milk 
sales,  and  Glass  I  and  blend  prices  for  November  1949. 

This  summary  is  based  upon  information  submitted  by  market 
administrators  in  accordance  with  a  memorandum  from  this 
office,  subject,  ’’Advance  Statistics,"  dated  October  29> 

1946. 

In  accordance  with  Mr.  Feaderson’s  memorandum  of  July  7,  1949, 
the  receipts  and  sales  data  contained  herein  are  for  adminis¬ 
trative  use  only. 


Attachments 
December  30,  1949 


Minimum  Class  uniform  pool  prices  per  hun^^dweight 
under  Federal  order  markets,  f.o.b.  marketing  area  unless 
otherwise  indicated 


: Basics _ Class__I_price_ _ : : 

Market  :b.f.  :  1949  :  1949  :  1948  :: 

_ ptest  i  _Nov_o  0cto_  z_  _NoyJt  _:j 


Pet . 

Boston, ' 201-210  m.Zc  2  3.7 
Chicago,  70-mile  zone  :  3o5 
Cincinnati  •  4,0 

Cleveland  2 /  :  3.5 

Clinton  :  3»5 

Columbus  2/  :  3*5 

Dayton-Springfield:  2 / 

Grade  A  :  3.5 

Non-Grade  A  3*5 

Dubuque  :  3*5 

Duluth-Superior  :  4«0 

Fall  River,  20  mile  zone:  3«7 
Fort  Wayne  •  :  4.0 

Kansas  City  :  3*8 

Knoxville  :  4.0 

Lima  2 /  :  3*5 

Louisville  :  3*8 

Lowell-Lawrence,  20  m.z,:  3C7 
Minneapolis-St .Paul  :  305 
Nashville  :  4o0 

New  Orleans, 6l-70m.z ,2/  :  4*0 
New  York,  201-210  m.z.  :  3*5 
Omaha- Council  Bluffs  ,2 /:  3*8 
Paducah  :  4<>0 

Philadelphia  :  4*0 

Quad  Cities: 

Grqde  A  :  3o5 

Non-Grade  A  :  3*5 


Dollars  per  cwt . 


5.43 

5.43 

6.31 

3  c  994 

3*939 

4.377 

4*896 

4.399 

4.989 

4.158 

4*151 

4*627 

4.076 

4*07 

3,953 

4.105 

4*11 

4.379 

4.318 

4.322 

«. 

4*068 

4.072 

4*390 

3.950 

3.945 

3,953 

4.452 

4,442 

4*851 

6.240 

6.240 

7.120 

4.254 

4.260 

4.531 

4.70 

4*694 

4*725 

5.40 

5.40 

.  - 

4.152 

4,158 

— 

4.612 

4.615 

4.853 

5.95 

5*  95 

6.83 

4.167 

4*158 

4*101 

5.20 

5*20 

4,971 

6.050 

6C00 

5*690 

5,24  3/i 

5.24  £/ 

6,12  }] 

4*  46 

4.43 

4*  44 

4*966 

4*519 

4*759 

5*900 

5*900 

6.300 

4.076 

4*07 

4*86 

3*726 

3*72 

4.51 

Uniform_price 


1949 

:  1949  : 

1948 

Nov0 

:  Oct.  : 

Nov, 

Dollar s_  per  cwt. 

4*62 

:  4*46  : 

5,75 

3.80 

3.83  : 

4*24 

A-4.33J/ 

,:A*-4*23z/: 

4.50±/ 

B-3,935/ 

:B-3.83^s 

4.02 

:  3,98  : 

4*47 

4'.11 

:  4*11  : 

4.20 

4*04 

:  4*02  : 

4.35 

4.22 

:  4,18  : 

4.00 

:  3o97  : 

4.39 

3,74 

:  3.73  : 

3,88 

4.33 

:  4.20  : 

4.86 

6.203* 

:  6.196*: 

7.076- 

4;08 

:  4*07.  : 

4.46 

4*67 

:  4.64  : 

4*78 

5,41 

:  5*39  : 

- 

4*09 

:  4*08  : 

- 

4,47 

:  4.46  : 

4.78 

5.827* 

•:  5.677*: 

6.724* 

3.995* 

■:  4.061*-: 

3.934- 

5*64 

:  5,68  : 

4*96 

5, *630* 

:  5*665"": 

5;577* 

4,30 

:  4.18  : 

5:52 

4,39 

:  4.37  : 

4»  40 

5*01 

:  4.57  : 

4,78 

5.503* 

■:  5.430** 

6.126* 

3  c  94 

:  3,93  : 

4;85 

2*81 

:  2,81  : 

3*67 

Rockf ord-Freeport : 


Grade  A 

3, 

5 

:  3:950 

Non-Grade  A 

3. 

5 

:  3*850 

St .Louis 

3; 

5 

:  4,574 

Sioux  City  2/ 

2/ 

3; 

5 

:  4*10 

South  Bend-LaPorte 

3o 

5 

:  3,991 

Suburban  Chicago, 70 

m.z 

3, 943 

: 

jj}  3,789"': 

}  3.731*! 

- 

3  c*  843 

:  - 

)  : 

■  — 

4.577 

:  4,848 

:!  4,57-  : 

4,57"""  : 

4:78* 

4,06 

s  4*19 

::  4*15  : 

4,11  : 

4*20 

3,984 

:  4.377 

::  3*98  : 

3*94  : 

4.43 

Grade  A 

:  3i5 

:  3. 994 

:  3,989 

:  4:377 

::  3,985-"-: 

3.971*: 

4.385* 

Grade  B 

s  3*5 

:  3.894 

:  3,889 

:  4*277 

::  3.579“"-: 

3.640--: 

3.951* 

Toledo 

:  3;5 

:  4,053 

:  4*058 

:  4.388 

::  3.920*: 

3.931*: 

4.327* 

Topeka 

:  3*8 

:  4.55 

:  4.544 

:  4.375 

::  4.52  : 

4.52  : 

4.40 

Tri-State: 


Huntington 

:  3*5 

:  4.603 

:  4,608 

:  4.667  : 

:  4.625  : 

4.592 

4,687 

Other  plants 

:  3,5 

:  4,403 

:  4,408 

:  4.467  : 

:  4'.426,  i 

4.396. 

/  4=489  , 

Wichita 

s  3*8 

:  4,70 

:  4.694 

:  4.575  : 

:  4*71  ^ 

4,69 

4.58=/ 

^Individual-handler  pool.  Weighted  average  of  handlers*  prices. 

1/  Based  on  3.5  percent  butt erf at.  2/  This  market  is  on  a  butt erf at  and  skin 

basisj  prices  reported  here  were  computed  for  butterfat  test  shown, 

2/  Class  I-A  price.  4/  For  base  milk. 

Compiled  by  the  Program  Analysis  &  Commodity  Programs  Division,  Dairy  Branch, 
P.M.A,,  from  reports  of  the  market  administrators. 
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Daily  producer  deliveries  of  milk  under  Federal 
order  markets,  selected  months  (1,000  pounds) 


Market 


_Producer  deliveries_ 

"1949  i  1949  :  1943 

Nov*  ;  Oct  _Novx 


Percentage  change 
_f rom  £revious_  l/_ 
Month  :  Year 


Boston 

Chicago 

Cincinnati 

Cleveland 

Clinton 

Columbus 

Dayt on-Springf ield 
Dubuque 

Duluth-Superior 

Fall  River 

Fort  Wayne 

Kansas  City 

Louisville 

Lowe 11— Lawrence 

Minneapolis-St 0Paul 

Nashville 

New  Orleans 

Omaha- Council  Bluffs 

Paducah 

Philadelohia 

Quad  Cities 

St .Louis 

Sioux  City 

South  Bend-LaP orte 

Suburban  Chicago 

Toledo 

Topeka 

Tri-State 

Wichita 


Sub-total 
New  York 

Sub-total 


3; 304  : 

3>767  : 

3; 108  :: 

-12.3 

7^697  : 

7,342  : 

6,958  :: 

/  408 

'738  : 

'867  : 

'740  :: 

-  9*1 

1,596  : 

1,702  j 

1,478  :: 

~  6;2 

32  : 

33  : 

28  :: 

-  3*5 

491  : 

528  8 

458  :: 

-  7o0 

535  : 

568 

479  :: 

-  5,7 

63  : 

65 

54  :: 

/  0.8 

216  8 

235 

177  :: 

-  8.3 

103  8 

106 

96  :  * 

-  3c3 

206  : 

193 

153 

/  7*2 

656  ; 

671 

539  :: 

-  2;3 

532  : 

545 

479 

~  2;5 

'309  1 

'284 

'225  :: 

/  s;7 

1,456  8 

1,256 

1,451  :? 

/lo*0 

263  : 

254 

213  :: 

/  3;5 

539  : 

558 

424  1  • 

-  3.3 

271  : 

275 

280  :  s 

-  1.2 

'  42  : 

'  46 

'  32  :: 

-  7*2 

2,630  : 

2,739 

2,340  :: 

-  5*7 

290  : 

300 

254  : : 

-  3;3 

982  s 

990 

775  :: 

-  0.8 

76  : 

76 

67  : 1 

-  0.6 

197  : 

210 

l66  :  : 

-  6;4 

651  : 

667 

588  :: 

-  2.5 

416  : 

418 

356  :: 

-  0.5 

85  : 

84 

72  :: 

/  1*0 

275  : 

294 

258  :: 

-  6.3 

188  : 

167 

✓ 

139  :: 

/12.1 

24,892  s 

25,290 

•:  22,384  :: 

-  1.6 

15,506  8 

16,863 

;  12,507  :: 

-  8.0 

f  3,3 
/  10.6 
•/  6.4 
/  8.0 
/  14*9 
i  7,2 
/  11*8 
/  20.1 
/  22*3 
/  7<>6 
/  34*9 
/  21  c7 
/  11.0 
/  37:2 
/  0.4 
/  23*6 
/  27  ;i 

-  3*0 

/  32«4 
/  12.4 

/  14.1 
•/  26.7 
•/  13.1 
f  is;  5 
/  10  0  6 
f  16.8 
f  i9;o 
/  6*8 
f  34?8 


:  40,398  :  42,133  :  34,892  :i  -4^2 


/  11*2 
7~  24,0 
/  15.8 


Knoxville 

Lima 

Rockford-Freeport 


170  :  177 

65  ;  65 

113  :  114 


-  3*7 
/  0.4 

-  1.0 


TOTAL 


40,746  ;  42,509 


-  4.1 


1/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Computed  by  the  Program  Analysis  &  Commodity  Programs  Division,  Dairy 
Branch,  P.M.A.,  from  reports  of  the  market  administrators. 


o 


c 


Daily  fluid  sales  1/  of  milk  under  Federal  order 
markets,  in  area,  selected  months  (1,000  pounds) 


:  __  _Fluid_iailk  .sales _ :  :  Percentage  change 

Market  :  1949  :  1949  :  1948  : i  from_previous  2/_ 

_ _ _ ±  _Kova  Oct  0_  „Nov.  _  Month  _  2 Year_ 


—  ,,m 

* 

• 

Boston 

0 

e 

1,933 

1,970  ? 

1^926  ::  - 

1.9 

/ 

0„4 

Chicago 

0 

m 

4,177 

4,198  : 

4,026  ::  - 

0^5 

/ 

3*7 

Cincinnati 

« 

'526 

'533  2 

'  523  s  2  ~ 

lc4 

/ 

0.5 

Cleveland 

i 

1,242 

1,266  2 

1,196  ::  - 

1*9 

/ 

3c8 

Clinton 

• 

32 

32  •: 

34  ::  / 

i;3 

5;i 

Columbus 

> 

410 

400  j 

397  ::  •/ 

2a6 

/ 

3:4 

Dayt  on~Springf ield 

• 

431 

432  : 

424  2:  ~ 

0.2 

/ 

i;6 

Dubuque 

• 

• 

48 

48  ? 

46  ::  - 

o;7 

/ 

3;9 

Duluth-Superior 

9 

160 

151  : 

158  : i  / 

5*6 

/ 

0.8 

Fall  River 

O 

• 

122 

125  : 

122  ::  - 

2;3 

0* 

Fort  Wayne 

• 

124 

125  2 

125  2  2  ~ 

o;7 

— 

o;8 

Kansas  City 

O 

579 

580  : 

535  : :  - 

o;i 

/ 

s;2 

Louisville 

; 

461 

465  s 

441  ::  - 

0e8 

/ 

4.6 

Lowell-Lawrence 

c 

'218 

'223  : 

' 223  : : 

2C4 

2.2 

Minneapolis-St , Pari 

0 

• 

1,095 

1,035  s 

1,039::  / 

0o9 

/ 

5;4 

Nashville 

* 

• 

269 

270  : 

252  ::  - 

o;2 

•/ 

7;o 

New  Orleans 

• 

• 

445 

461  ; 

422  : : 

3;5 

/ 

5o4 

Omaha-Council  Bluffs 

• 

• 

257 

255  : 

255  ::  / 

o;s 

/ 

o;6 

Paducah 

• 

0 

'  34 

'  34  : 

34  ::  - 

0„6 

/ 

i;8 

Philadelphia 

9 

• 

2,037 

2,078  ; 

2,049  ::  - 

2;o 

o;6 

Quad  Cities 

2 

212 

211  : 

207  ::  / 

0.5 

/ 

2o7 

St .Louis 

• 

• 

902 

907  : 

859  : :  ~ 

o;5 

— 

5;o 

Sioux  City 

• 

• 

90 

87  : 

83  ::  / 

308 

"/ 

8,8 

South  Bend-LaBorte 

• 

• 

188 

190  : 

184  : 2 

0*9 

/ 

2.3 

Suburban  Chicago 

: 

658 

658  : 

667  : :  / 

o;i 

i;3 

Toledo 

• 

366 

373  : 

357  ::  - 

lc8 

7 

205 

Topeka 

• 

• 

75 

76  : 

71  ::  - 

1.4 

/ 

5  =  0 

Tri-State 

: 

293 

295  2 

284  : : 

1.0 

/ 

2.9 

Wichita 

• 

148 

149 

132  : :  - 

0o5 

/ 

12.1 

Sub-total 

• 

• 

17,532 

17,676  : 

17,072  :: 

098 

/ 

2,7 

New  York 

• 

• 

8,357 

8,615  : 

8.390  :: 

3*0 

r**» 

0.4 

Sub-t  otal 

• 

25,889 

26,291  : 

26,462  ::  - 

1*5 

1.7 

Knoxville 

• 

• 

222 

224  : 

—  ;  ; 

i;i 

— 

Lima 

• 

88 

84  i 

-  ::  /  5.5 

- 

Rockf ord-Freeport 

• 

83 

77  : 

-  ::  /  7,6 

— 

TOTAL  2  26,282  :  26,676  :  -  :•  ~  lc5  : 


U  Includes  fluid  milk  drinks. 

2/  Computed  from  unrounded  figures. 

Computed  by  the  Programs  Analysis  &  Commodity  Programs  Division,  Dairy 
Branch,  P.M.A.,  from  reports  of  the  market  administrators© 
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